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as there is the absence of plurality in such cases, no
magnitude would have been produced; for instance, a
pot which is directly produced out of the two halves
{kapalas) only; but if the above view is held, then there
would have been no magnitude in that pot. Moreover,
when the magnitude is present in the cause how can
it be possible to deny its causality.185

Similarly, aggregation {fraccyd)^ which is a parti-
cular kind of loose contact existing in the two bundles of
cotton which depends upon the loose conjunctions of
the constituents productive of the cotton bundles, or
which depends upon the loose conjunctions between
parts of one bundle and those of the other, produces
magnitude in the product produced out of those two
cotton bundles, named, dvitulaka. As there are only
two bundles and not more the plurality of the number
cannot be the cause of the magnitude of the dvitulaka.
Although the magnitude is present in the cause and can
produce the required effect, yet its being not self-depen-
dent, as it depends upon the loose conjunctions existing
in the two bundles of cotton, cannot be the cause of the
magnitude of the dvitulaka^

As to the view that although there is no plurality
of the number in the two bundles of cotton, yet taking
all the constituents up to dvyanukas and paramdnus of
the bundles into consideration, the plurality can be
found to belong indirectly to the constituents of
the effect, called dvitulaka\ so that, it is really the
plurality of number  which produces the magni-
tude in the dvitulaka and not the aggregation,387
it may be said that if number were to produce the
magnitude in the present case, then there ought to
have been no difference of magnitude {tnahattatica^a} in
the product, namely, dvitulaka (a double-lump of cotton),
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